1943 race riot, where white policemen openly attacked African Americans.10 In Atlanta, white law enforcement officials strictly enforced segregation laws, and African Americans accused white police officers of ignoring black-on-black or white-on-black crime, while vigorously pursing black residents when the incidents involved whites. Police protection for all classes of African Americans was minimal, and the small number of black police officers could not arrest whites who committed crimes against African Americans.11 New York City's law enforcement system provided the closest parallel to Philadelphia's, and overtly racist and often outrageous acts by white policemen against black residents were usually officially discouraged by city officials, unlike the situation in Detroit and Atlanta. However, white police officers in New York were regularly accused of harassing lawabiding black citizens and often had violent clashes with black youths. While African Americans could seek legal redress through local courts, there they usually faced prejudiced or overtly racist judicial officials. Corruption was an element in the New York City police department as in Philadelphia, but arguably it was not as deeply embedded as in Chicago's law enforcement system, where political patronage flourished.12 Law enforcement officials in New York City and Philadelphia reflected the prejudices of the white majority, and at times community leaders made attempts to improve African Americans' relations with the police, but these efforts did not lead to substantial changes. 13 In Philadelphia the problems for African Americans with law enforcement officials were not new. In 1926 social worker Anna J. Thompson conducted a survey of criminal activity among African Americans in Philadelphia and found that African American males numbered 67,132 (or 3.7 percent) of Philadelphia's total population of 1,823,779, but accounted for 20.5 percent of those arrested over a six-month period in 1924. African American females numbered 67,097 (3.7 percent) of Philadelphia's total population, and accounted for 3.8 percent of those arrested. However, African American women were extremely overrepresented in Philadelphia's penal institutions and county homes for women. For example, in 1926 black women inmates numbered 51, while white inmates numbered 55. Thompson, however, cautioned those who analyzed Philadelphia's arrest figures for African Americans because of "extreme prejudice among the law enforcement." As a result, one-third of all African Americans arrested by police were released and charged with no crime due to lack of evidence. She argued that unwarranted police arrests were based on suspicion alone, and that the antagonism between Irish policemen and the African American population was even the subject of many jokes in Philadelphia's City Hall.
Thompson also questioned the arrest figures because they did not identify repeat offenders. In addition, false arrests often occurred in the heavily populated Seventh Ward where many African American residents shared common sanitation and other facilities. As a consequence, police raids often resulted in the arrest of innocent women and men who merely shared a residence with those being sought by the police for alleged criminal activity.14
POLICE ATTITUDES TOWARD AFRICAN AMERICANS IN THE POSTWAR ERA
Twenty years after the Thompson report, social scientist G. Gordon Brown conducted another survey of police-black community relations and found that strong racial prejudices existed among the Philadelphia police. Brown Americans, "Next time they try [something like that], we we'll get them good." Another white detective was more sensitive, but still expressed prejudice: "They are not bad people, but they seem instinctively to be more likely to commit certain kinds of crime than whites are. Maybe it is their African ancestry."15 Not surprisingly, Brown found that African Americans' attitudes toward the police were generally negative. He believed this was a reflection of the views of Philadelphia's large southern migrant population: "This group was never treated justly either by the police or courts" in the South. As a result, most black migrants had little confidence in the police and expected neither justice nor protection in the courts. An unidentified black leader interviewed by Brown concluded that "this has reacted upon the police and in turn has affected the attitude of the police toward the older (long term) Negro inhabitants of the city." Another black official noted that black residents were distrustful of the white policemen and judges, and observed, "Police are dominated, first, by Irishmen who live in a racial no-man's land, and, second, by Southerners who have drifted in, and who got a job with the police because they could not do anything else."16 A black attorney who was asked about police conduct rendered a very critical assessment: "The police are a bad factor in prejudice. They have a pronounced idea that any Negro reported to them is guilty. Some are worse than others are. Many are fair, but the majorities are unfair." A black newspaper editor reported, "The police definitely discriminate against Negroes. The police have all the prejudices of their class, and these are intensified by their service." The editor also believed that white police officers arrested African Americans more often, used violence, and generally treated African Americans more harshly because poor black residents were not in a position to make effective protests. At the same time, however, "the police would not pick up an Irishman, except for a major crime." One black woman interviewed by Brown bluntly stated, "The police are all crooked, are not respected by Negroes, and are completely [dismissive] of citizens' rights where Negroes are concerned."17 Brown concluded that African American leaders and public officials' main complaint was the police's willingness to arrest African Americans without proper cause. The second most frequent complaint was that police used excessive force against African Americans. The third most cited charge was that the police generally disregarded black-on-black crime. Brown, however, found that the attitudes held by black residents were not monolithic. He believed that African American political leaders and officials sometimes hedged their statements about police, most likely for political reasons. One unnamed black politician went so far as to suggest, "There is no general belief among the Negroes that there is White policemen were known to look the other way when illegal activities took place in the African American neighborhoods and the red-light districts adjacent to them. Black and white Philadelphians acknowledged that some police officers even protected the illegal activities that took place in certain neighborhoods. An unnamed white social worker who participated in the G. Gordon Brown survey claimed that the police were mixed up in the "numbers racket" that flourished in several black wards, and was operated by former bootleggers and their families. The councilman for the ward, the local police officer, and city officials were paid off by racketeers. Under public pressure, police raids were often set up, but criminal bosses were tipped off in advance and generally escaped. An unnamed black minister in disgust charged that in his neighborhood, "there is a large numbers racket. When the numbers come out, the people sit up late and wait and hear the results. The police do nothing about it." G. Gordon Brown reported black and white Philadelphians' frustrations over police corruption and collusion in prostitution and gambling, particularly the numbers racket, in poor black and working-class neighborhoods.27
At the same time, aggressive police enforcement tactics strained police-black community relations, and certain officers developed reputations for using strong-arm tactics with poor and working class black youths and adults. For example, Police Inspector (and future Mayor) Frank Rizzo cultivated a reputation as a tough guy by "cracking down" on street crime in South Philadelphia. These tactics earned him the moniker "the Cisco Kid" due to his frequent raids and roundups in black neighborhoods. While trying to apprehend alleged criminals, Rizzo often offended law-abiding residents by arresting innocent bystanders, who sometimes were even injured in the process. In one of these raids in 1952, Rizzo caused a near riot after he and his squad attempted to arrest three black women on the corner of 13th and South Streets. Rizzo later told reporters he was acting on complaints from naval officials about the unsavory conditions for sailors on leave in the city. When Rizzo spotted six sailors talking to the three women, he ordered a raid. A man watching the incident attempted to intervene to prevent the women's arrest, and a fight broke out. Then several residents in nearby houses began throwing bottles at Rizzo and his squad from their windows, and Rizzo's men fired several gunshots into the air to quell the violence. Complaints made by African Americans about police brutality and corruption in Philadelphia were often ignored because these were handled internally by the Police Trial Board. Critics of the Police Trial Board argued that only an independent agency such as a community review board could properly "police the police." Unfortunately, police and city officials were successful throughout the 1940s and 1950s in preventing the formation of a review board. In May 1956, Charles Shorter, Executive Secretary of the Philadelphia NAACP, described how complaints of police brutality were handled in a typical case when African Americans were involved. Shorter presented his Case of Police Mistreatment to the Philadelphia Fellowship Commission (PFC), a private interracial, social improvement organization. Shorter explained how police officers raided the home of an African American family looking for a crime suspect, but ended up terrorizing the family because they "dared to ask the policemen for a search warrant." After finding the suspect was not there, the police arrested his brother because, according to the officer, the family members "acted too smart." It did not matter that the individual arrested was a war veteran and held a regular job. He was taken down to the police station where his head was bloodied by a blow from a blackjack, and he eventually had to be taken to Presbyterian Hospital. Nevertheless, the man was charged with resisting arrest, assault, and interference with a police officer, and was jailed in lieu of $400 bail. Having little recourse, the victim's mother contacted the NAACP to bring charges of brutality against the police officers. The complaint was sent to the Police Trial Board for an investigation, but the board members quickly exonerated the officers of charges of brutality, even after a judge ruled that the charges against the black victim be dropped because of insufficient evidence.29
PHILADELPHIA POLICE AND WHITE PRIVILEGE
African Americans' frustration, disappointment, and fear of white law enforcement officers reinforced practices of segregation that severely restricted where African Americans could live and travel in Philadelphia. John F. Bauman's study of race and housing patterns described many of the problems African Americans faced when they tried to move out of the designated "Negro areas" and into "white" neighborhoods. Many times African Americans were greeted with hostility and stiff resistance from white residents, which sometimes turned into mini-race riots. The local police called to intervene in these incidents generally sided with the whites and failed to give African Americans adequate protection. As a result, African Americans had to rely on assistance from family members and private agencies and organizations, such as local churches, the NAACP, or the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU).30
Black public school children encountered similar resistance when they attended public schools outside of black neighborhoods. Although officially sanctioned segregation in the city public schools ended in 1934 when the separate black and white lists for teacher appointments were merged, unofficial segregation was practiced in the student and teacher assignments, the drawing of school boundaries, and other areas. Public swimming pools became major sites of interracial conflicts and confrontations. Whites threatened black youths with physical violence if they attempted to gain access to "public" pools claimed by whites, even when the facility was located in a predominately black area. In some cases white residents had kept African Americans from using these pools for twenty-five or more years, and passed down the practice as a tradition from one generation to the next. In other instances African Americans were not excluded from public pools, but each group was given a specific time to use them, with black residents generally given fewer, or the least desirable, hours. White residents' threats of violence helped to enforce these rules.34
The Philadelphia ACLU reported that blatant discrimination against African American youths using public swimming pools in the city was a common occurrence. Racial incidents occurred regularly at the Crystal Pool in Woodside Park and the Boulevard Pool on Roosevelt Boulevard and Princeton Avenue. The ACLU case file overflowed with complaints from African Americans who were rebuffed by white attendants at public pools throughout the city. Black residents turned to the ACLU and the NAACP for assistance because white police officials did little or nothing to enforce their right to use these public facilities. African Americans were also kept out of these pools through the use of "selective membership passes." When African Americans attempted to gain entrance, pool officials told them that only members could enter. If a black person attempted to pay the dollar membership fee, they would be told that the pool was full, and was turned away often in an aggressive manner. These black residents also reported seeing many whites gain entrance to the pool without any membership passes.35
Although the discrimination and physical harassment of African Americans at swimming pools violated Philadelphia's and Pennsylvania's civil rights laws, African Americans were hesitant to call law enforcement officials when these incidents occurred because white policemen were known to be hostile. As a result, African Americans sometimes turned to unconventional methods, and sought the assistance of "Father Divine" (George Baker), a controversial black religious figure and social reformer. Philadelphia's black journalists were more receptive to the idea of eliminating race when discussing crime. E. Washington Rhodes had argued that the white dailies gave the readers the impression that all African Americans were criminals. He felt that it was important to end the racial designations in published crime statistics since there was no mention of religion. Rhodes pointed out that "comparatively few Jews committed crimes, while white Catholics committed many more crimes than white Protestants in Philadelphia, yet the religious category was not generally used in crime statistics." He felt that the great danger of crime statistics by race was that "too many of the wrong people use them" for the wrong purposes. Rhodes pointed out that white reporters for the Evening Bulletin identified a criminal as a "light-skinned Negro," whereas he might have just as well been a "dark-skinned white."55 The police and the white newspaper editors, however, rejected this contention, and there were no changes in practices.
Although the SPCR did opened up a dialogue between African American leaders and police officials and some misunderstandings were addressed, these actions were overshadowed by the continued rash of incidents between African Americans and the police. Racial, social, and political conflicts continually punctuated Philadelphia's 129 
CONCLUSION
The problems in Philadelphia between African American residents and white law enforcement officers were not isolated, but were part of the postwar urban landscape. Police-black community relations in Philadelphia lay somewhere between those in Oakland, California, and Atlanta, Georgia, during these years. In Oakland, city officials, including the mayor and police commissioner, were brought before the California legislature to address charges of police brutality against minorities. This signaled a step toward reform in these practices. In contrast, in Atlanta, racist police officers violated African American civil rights with impunity to maintain legal segregation and various Jim Crow practices.61 The police-black community relations in northern cities were only somewhat better than those in the urban South. Detroit's police force had a reputation for brutality among African American citizens that received national attention.62 Indeed, there were few urban settings where police-black community relations were ideal in the postwar period.
It should be noted that Philadelphia's postwar police-black community relations were not connected to any increase or decrease of the city's crime rate. Even when black leaders and white reformers helped to reduce crime among teenagers 
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